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REMARKS 

• ' rhis amcadmciU is in response lo the Examiner's Office Action dated 6/8/2005. This 

amendment should obviate outstandiiig issues and make the remaining claims allowable, 
i : RecojisidcrEition olthis application is respectfully requested in view ofthc foregoing amendment 

. i and ihc remarks thai follow. 

S rAI US OFCLATMS 

■ . Claims 23-39 arc pending. 

Claims 27-29, 34 ;md 36 slamd rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 1 1 2, first paragraph, as fai ling 
[ to comply with the written description requirement. 

Claims 23-39 stand rejected under 35 US.C. § 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for fai ling to particularly point our and claim the subject matter which applicai^t regards as the 
. ^ invention, 

; . Claims 23-3P stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being mipalenlable over the 

' ; ' Matchup sollwarc, as disclosed in [URL:http://wcb.archivc.org/web/l 9990220025029/ 

; * mcnibcrs,aolcom/win4sports/freedoc.htmll, last modified August 4, 1998, in view of Silverberg 

(I'Sr* 6,216,110), 

: OVHRVfEW OF CTATMED T>fVBNTION 

; The presently claimed invention integrates both the time scheduling capabilities of a 

calendar system and the efficient matching functions of pairing sei-viccs into one application that 
is powcrfiil for many users, organizations and types of services. By integrating a calendar system 

! : with a matching service* the capabilities of the calendaring system wil I not only match an entity's 

similar h^tcrcsts or needs, but also provide a matching of events or activities according to a 
particular duration of time and where the event is to occur. Tin's not only allows an entity to 
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locolo other cnlitics thnl would be interested in a particular activily, but also allows an enlily lo 
locniti other entities who can participate in tlie activity at particular times. The system matches 
' events on a regular interval, nud notifies each entity Uiat a match has been found. Another 
advanlai^c of Ihc present invention is that it is of greater convenience to Ihe enlily to create a 
calendar event, nithcr than filling out, for instance, a separate application in wliich aji entity does 
nol rumain anonymous. By casing tlie process of requesting a match operation, entries into the 
syslcin are more readily made. 

In the SpeciHcation 

Tlie examiner has objected to the specification as failing to provide proper antecedent 
basis for the claimed subject matter, in particular, the term **pcriod of time/* Applicants have 
amended lliu independent claims (23, 32, and 39) to correspond to the lemn'nology in the 
' spccirication, which were previously submitted in an Amendment After Final submitted on 
1 2/08/2004, and as suggested by the Examiner Interview held on 11 /1 0/2004, 

. hi th e Clai ms 

RFJECTTONS UNDER 35 U.S.C. S 1 12 
Claims 27-29, 34 and 36 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, fu-st paragraph, as failitig 
. to comply with the written description requirement. 

■ Claims 27, 28, and 29 have been amended. Claim 34 has also been amended. Claim 36 

is dependent oji claim 34 and therefore should be addressed with respect to Ihe amended claim. 
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Claims 23-39 sland rcjcclcd under 35 U,S,C. § 11 2, second paragraph, as being indclmilc 
for failing to particularly point OUI and claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the 
invention. 

Claims 23, 32. and 39 have been amended to reflect a duration of time as supported by 
the specificaiion and drawings, and thus arc in accordance with 35 U.S.C. § 1 12 in that they are 
consistent with llie use of terminology in relation to the specification. As claims 24-31 and 33- 
39 ure dependent from claims 23 and 32 the above amcndjncnts should also apply- 

The examiner slates on page 5 of the rejection that ***ca1cndar store* recited by 
indcpundent clainis 23, 32, and 39. . Js ambiguous/' Only claim 23 claims and recites the tcmi 
"cnlcndar store.*' Nonetheless, claim 23 has been amendeii to recite its function ('Vetaining at 
least one calendar aud events associated witli said calendar*')- As claims 24-31 are dependent 
I'rom claim 23, the above amendment should also apply. 

Tlic examiner states on page 5 that "timer module recited in claim 24 does not expressly 

inconiorale any associated functionality." Applicants disagree with this statement. (Please also 

nolo that this matter was previously addressed in the Amendment After Final submitted on 

. 1 2/OR/2004.) A closer reading of tlie claim states that the timer module is used to match evenLs 

jiccordiJig to its schedule. Additional support is provided on page 12 of the specification, where 

it is dialed that the timer module "is utilized to schedule the matching searches on a regular 

• inlcrval,*' and on page 14 of the specification, the match engine searches the repository **to find a 

suilable match to the event at spcciJIcd times indicated by timer module." That is, the match 

tngine may search the repository, for example, every hour xmlil a match is found, Ahliough 

AppI icants feel the mclcs and bounds of tlic timer module arc positively recited, an amendmeiU 

iis been made to further clarify the timer module searching "according to a schedule*' on regular 

intervals^ as provided in the newly amended claim 23. 
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RnJl?Cri lQNfS UNDER 35 U .S,C, S 103fa^ 
Claims 23-39 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over Ihc 
Matchup software, as disclosed in [URT.:http://web.archive.org/wcb/1999022002S029/ 
iucmbers,aol.coni/win4sport4>/frt5ctloc,hlml], last modified August 4, 1998, in view of Silverbcrg 
(l]SP6>216,nOBl). 

The primary rcreicncc. Matchup, is a program executed in DOS on a local computer that 
creates a small database lo store infomiatioft such as name, address, phones, and general data 
(notes). Matchup assumes that a user will enter data for people (sec Matchup, pages 4 and 5). 
Activity — and, aUemativoly, level or time— -is then entered for each of the "people". After the 
data is entered, a search can be perfomicd meeting the selected criteria— activity, level, or times 
thai "people** are available. 

The secondary reference, Silvetberg (USP 6,216,100 Bl), describes a computerized 
calendar program i\\ a publicly-accessible network wherein a second user can access the 
Availability of a Hvst user to see if the first user is likely to be able lo attend an event. Publicly 
accesiiible files are queried to allow a second user to plan a time for a meeting that is more likely 
to maximi/c the number of proposed attendees that can attend. Once the availability information 
for the proposed attendee is retrieved, the user can select an appropriate time at which lo plan the 
meeling. 

One of the goals of the present invention is to integrate the time scheduling of a calendar 

system with a matching service, therefore allowing a user not only to be presented with a match 

of siinilar interests or needs, but also to allow a user to locate other entities or parties who can 

parlicipuit: in the n)atch interest or need at a particular time in the future. With regard to claim 

23, Matchup does uol disclose any type of electronic calendar event matching system or calendar 

store as described in the present invention. On page 6 the examiner states "Matchup discloses 
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an electronic calendar event jtuilching system" and a calendar store. Contrarily, the Examiner 
ivlates on page 8 lhal "Matchup is a standalone program that is cxcculcd iji J^OS and is nm at a 
lociil computer off of a floppy disk/* Matchup does not provide, teach, or 5>uggesl a calendar 
' malching system or a calendar store as provided in the currently amended claim(s). The calendar 
iitorc of the present invention retains the properties and calendar components (events) of multiple 
calendars (sec specification, page 14). The Examiner states that a calendar store and a match 
server are used in Matchup. Plowevcr, Matchup fails to mention a calendar store and calendar 
events as a part of the search criteria for a match, and Matchup does not retain a calendar(s) or 
events associated with calendars- The use of a calendar or electronic calendar applicalion is not 
prc5K5nl or suggested in Matchup nor is it described pages 4, 5, 7-10 or 1 2 as provided by the 
' ' ■ ' Rxnniiner, Furthermore, Matchup docs not describe the use of a match server that is connec(cd 
, 10 a calendar stoi-c by an cleclronic calendar application. The match server of the present 

invention comprises elements that locate an event match to a registered calendar entry. As the 
calendar component of the claims of the present invention is not disclosed or described at all in 
tlie Matchup reference. Matchup fails to provide the basic elemcnis of each of the claims. 

hi addition. Matchup docs not register, store, notify, search, delete or update a user's 
electronic calendar as identified in the present invention, and therefore is not described or 
anticipated. 

Matchup i*equircs that a user create "people ID" records in a database. Malchup also 

reqtiiros that a user identify a particular activity (e.g., tennis, chess, poker, elc.) for each "people 

ID'' and that the user enter the times that people are available (sec Matchup, page 7). One goal of 

the present invention is to allow a user to located other entities or parlies who can participate in a 

mntch interest or need during a parliculai' duration of time by matching calendar events of two 

people. Matchup requires the user to know the activities of each of the individuals/"pcoplc li)s'\ 
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However, the times they arc available for a particular activity as search criteria arc optional. In 
fact, the pages that the Examiner cites (pages 4, 5, 7-10, and 12) actually teach away from the 
claimi^ present invention. The present invention claims require that the calendar event bo dolincd 
by a particular diiralion of (imc. On page 9 of Matchup it is noted that when performing a search 
for nn activity *'tinics arc optional/* Tlie Examiner reinforces this statement on page 8 noting 
that **Matchup matches events without prior knowledge of a set time, place, etc. that will be 
njntclicci/* Claim 23 requires not only the duration of time but also where the event is to occur a$ 
pnrl of the match. Ncilhcr Matchup nor Silvcrbcrg provide or suggest *Svhcrc an event is to 
occur'* as part of the match criteria. Therefore^ the searching in Matchup or Silvcrbcrg, or their 
combination, docs not teach or suggest the required elements for a match as in the present 
invention. 

Also, Maichup only searches those '"i^eople JDs" and activities that have been previously 

entered by a user and docs not search registered events of a second user. Tliis teaches away from 

a goal of the present invention to match calendared events of a first entity and second entity. The 

Examiner states on page 9 of the rejection that "Matchup desires to schedule various types of 

events amonjj participants who may not know each other." Applicants disagree with the 

Examiner's statement, in that Matchup is a database for storing mformation and Matchup only 

searches '^:)eople If V that arc entered into the program — ^page 4 ofMalchup states *'it is assimied 

ihol you will enter the data for people" and "after the activity data have been entered, you can 

scHi-ch for people inccting selecteil criteria," Also, page 9 states "activity must be entered exactly 

as it had been entered for the people." Therefore. Matchup provides no teachings suggestion, or 

dt'su c to match a first and second entity using an electronic calendar system. Matchup docs not 

route a first calendar event to match with a second calendar event in a calendar store usiJig an 

clcclfonic calendar application and match sei"ver us provided in the claims. 
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Clatin 23 (as currently amended) has a timer module for performing searches al regular 
intcrviils. Matchup only pcifomis a search when a user opens the main menu Jind selects *'5. 
Aclivity search" (see Mutchup, pages 5 and 9), llie user enters an activity and a search is 
conducteiL Also, Silvcrbcrg fails to disclose a timer module as provided. The Examiner 
fcijilbrccs this argument on page 10 of the rejection stating *'neilher Matchup nor Silverberg 
expressly teaches o timer module that includes a schedule for match engine searches." 
'^Matching events on a regular interval according to a schedule*', a required clement as per claim 
23, is not provided in Matchup or Silverberg. The Examiner states that ''automation" is "old and 
well-known.*' However, it would not have been obvious to modify the combination of Malcbup- 
Silvcrhcfg in that the combination of Matchup and Silverberg do not provide Uio elements as 
lequirccl in the present invention (further discussed below). 

Furthermore, claim 23 states that "said response handler notifies said first entity and said 
second entity of said match " The Kxaminer states on page 8 of the rejection that pages 11-12 of 
Maicluip "suggests notifying the people identified through the match of these match results since 
mailing labels arc priuled for these people."' However, Matchup does not use an electronic 
calendaring syslem to make notification of a match. The response handler of the present 
invention is part of die match server in the electronic calendaring system of the present invention. 
Tlie printing of mailing labels is not equivalent to the response handler of the present invention. 
Matchup does not <iisclose a response handier or electronic calendaring system as required by the 
claims, 

i'urthcr, because Matchup fails to provide or anticipate each and every clement in claim 

23, dependent claims 26-31 (claims 24 and 25 have been cancelled) are not anticipated by 

Matchup as they ifiherit the limiUilioiis of the independent claim. In particular. Matchup docs not 

provide the elements of claims 23, 30, 31, further addressed below. 
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I Oil page 8 the cxmtiijicr Jiotes that ^'Maicliup is not expressly disclosed as uti I i^cd in a 

clicnL-scrver environment (claim 23), much less one that may be implemented locally or remotely 
on cue or more conjpiiler-bascd syslems, across networks (claim 30), wherein said across 

; networks clement comprises any o f LANs, WANs, cellular, or Internet or Web baseti networks 

• (claim 31).'* Tlie Examiner then states that "Silverberg lays the groundwork for a client-server 
environment. , .iind assists a user requesting a meeting in compiling his/lier own availability 
infonnalion in addition lo that oFanothcr user. . .(and) when an available meeting lime is 
idcnli fled, the calendar program can automatically alert the first and second uscns to a potential 
mecling lime." It is then suggested on page 9 that Silvcrbcrg is "reasonably pertinent to the goal 
of Matchup " However, as previously noted above, applicants disagree with the Examiner's next 
statement that '^Matchup desires to schedule" events of those who may not know each other in 

[ ih'M Malchup is a database for storing inrormation and only searches *'pcople IDs** that arc 
entered into the program (sec pages 4 and 9). On page 9 the Examiner states that because 
*\Silvcrberg facilitates tlie scheduling of events among users and non-users ofa calendar program 
who may be remotely located'* it v^ould have been obvious to ^'upgrade the Matchup program to 

! be ul ilized in a client-server environment. .or across networks,. . .as taught by Silverberg/* 

; However, Matchup provides no teaching, suggestion, or motivation for a using a client-servev or 
nclwork cuvirojutient where schedules or calendars arc available. A previously noted. Matchup 
is a standalone prpisrain, executed in DOS, and run at a local coinptiter off of a floppy disk. 
Matchup IS designed lo be used with a personal computer and not shared or used across a 

' network. ThercFore, because there is no suggestion or motivation to combine Malchup with 
Silvcrbcrg, the combination of references is incorrect and docs not teach the claimed elements of 
tlie pi'esent invention. 
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Rven if the conibinalioii of Matchup and Silverbcrg were deemed correct, the Matchup- 
SUvcrbcrg combinalion would nol provide at least the following elements of the present 
invention: Ihe match found **bascd on duration of lime and where the event is to occur", or "a 
linici' modulo for nialchlng events on regular interval according to a schedule " 

The ciirrcnlly amended claim 29 requires die element "variable prices or rates are 
available during a lime period for a commerce activity." On pages 10-11 of the rejection Ihc 
Jixaiiiincr slates that ''neither Matchup nor Silverbcrg expressly teaches" times for a commerce 
activity having variable prices or rates. The Examiner states that Matchup mentions matching 
participants for a sporting event and that cost is based on a respective date and/or time during 
which the sporting event occurs. However, as previously noted. Matchup docs not require time 
or duration of time as part of a match. Further, Matchup docs not provide or suggest a price or 
rate "during a time period/* 'Hiei-efore, including the limitations of the claims in which claim 29 
is dependent on, it would not have been obvious to modify the Matchxip-Silvcrberg combination 
as suggested by the Examiner to provide the elements in claim 29. 

As noted by the Examiner, claims 32-39 recite limitations as described by claims 23-3 1 . 
I Jccausc Matchup, S i I verbcrg, and their combinalion fail to provide or anticipate each and every 
element in claim 23, and similar limitations are described in independent claims 32 and 39 and 
dependent claims 3308. The Matchup-Silverberg combinalion fails to provide, suggest, or 
fnolivation the combination Ihcrcof to have the clecUx)nic calendaiing system, calendar store, the 
match fulfilling duration of lime and where the event is to occur, and a timer module for 
matching events on a regular interval according to a schedule. 
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A response to the arguments presented by Ihe examiner has been provided wilh regard to 
the prusenlly amended claims. Specifically, the Matchup reference fails to provide at least the 
following elements: an electronic calendar matching system, a calendar store, the match fninUing 
dnnlion of time and where Ihc event is to occur, and a timer module. Silverbcrg fails to provide 
at least the following elements: the match fulfilling the duration of lime and where the event is 
to occur and a timer module. The combination of Matchup-Silverbcrg also does not provide the 
required claim elements. Furthermore, the elements of the dependent claims are not provided by. 
either Matchup or Silvcrbcrg, 

As has been detailed above, none of the rcfeiences, cited or applied, provide for the 
specific claimed details of applicants' presently claimed invention, nor renders them obvious, ft 
is believed that this case is in condition for allowance and reconsideration thereof and early 
issuance is respectfully requested. 

As this amendnjcnt has been timely filed within die set period of response, no petition for 
extension of time or associated fee is required. However, the Commissioner is hereby authorized 
to charge any dolicicncics in the fees provided to Deposit Account No. 12-001 0. 

If it is felt that an interview would expedite prosecution of this application, please do not 
hcsilatc to conUtct applicants* representative at the below number. 



1725 Duke Street 
Suite 650 

Alexandria, Virginia 22314 
(703) 838-7683 
Scpti'inWr $, 2005 
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